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THOUGH the Sermon entitled 
Ihe firlt Lye refuted” did not ap- 
pear to me to contain any new argu- 
ments in favor of the Eternity of 
Heil Torments, yet, as the manner 
in which it is ſpoken of in the Bibli- 
cal and Theological Magazines, may 
lead many to ſuppoſe Dr. Ryland's 
arguments both new and unanſwer- 
able, I thought they deſerved ſome 
notice. The following Letters were 
written to a young man whom 1 
highly eſteem. I am induced to make 
them public from the deſire I feel of 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


" tributing, all in my power, to- : 
zards the promotion of the true 


knowledge of God, and of evangeli- 
cal ſubjects. I have no perſonal 
knowledge of the Doctor; as a good 
man, and a miniſter of Jeſus Chriſt, 
which I believe him to be, I reſpect 
him; but, whatever reſpect we owe 

to men, we owe none to their miſ- 
takes. His Sermon, undoubtedly, 
contains many valuable paſſages; but 
there are others which appear to me 

of a very different complection; up- 
on the latter I have animadverted 

with freedom. If what I have writ- 
ten ſtimulate to a more diligent ſearch 
after truth, whether the truth be 
found on Dr. R.'s fide or _— 
end will be anſwered. 


A mT. 


LETTER I. 4 


DEAR SIR, 


AT your requeſt I take up my pen, to = 
give you my thoughts on thoſe parts of Dr. Ry-- | 
land's Sermon, entitled The Firft Lye Refuted, 
quoted in the Theological Magazine for February 
laſt; with an obſervation or two on what the Edi--- 
tor of that Magazine has remarked upon them. 

L have read the Dr.'s Sermon, and carefully ex- 

amined thoſe parts which are oppoſed to the Doc- 

trine of the Univerſal Reſtitution; but they appear 

to me to contain nothing either new or difficult 

to anſwer, or indeed which has not been already 

anſwered: Jet, for the ſatisſaction of my friend, 1 
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6 
will ſtate · what I think a ſufficient refutation of 
every thing which looks like argument in them. 

The Editor of the Theological Magazine who, 
I preſume, is one of thoſe miſtaken good men who 
rejoice in the ungodlike Doctrine of Endleſs Miſe- 
ry, introduces the quotations from the Dr. with 
the following remarks: 

«On thispartof the ſubject the Dr. is truly great. 
The arguments which he adduces are to clear and 
cogent, as in our judgment to defy every attack 
which can be made by the moſt ſubtle advocate for 
the Univerſal Reſtitution ſcheme, eſpecially if he 
avows his belief that ſalvation is in any degree the 
effect of nnmerited grace.” 

Tavom my belief that ſatoation is of — 
grace ; profeſs not to be a ſubtle adodcate, but a 
firm believer in, and humble defender of, the Uni- 
verſal Reflitution ſcheme, yet, I dare undertake to 
attack Dr. R's. arguments againſt that ſcheme. 
The following looks the moſt like argument of any 
thing I find advanced by him in ſupport of end- 
leſs puniſhment. 
..* The miſery of finners is repreſented as coe- 
val with the happineſs of the righteous. The fame 
word is uſed in the original to expreſs the durati- 
on of both. Matt. xxv. 46. If the former have 
room to hope, that conan puniſhment means a li- 
mited duration of ſuffering, the latter muſt have 
room to dread, that æonian life may mean a limit- 


F 


cd period of enjoyment: for it is extremely im- 

probable that the ſame term ſhould mean infinitely 
more in the laſt clauſe than it did in the preceed- 
ing. As this interpretation therefore can benefit 
none but the damned, ſo none ſhould admit it, ex- 
cept thoſe who mean to go to hell; and, O that 
they would conſider their ways, and be wr 
(Dr. R's. Sermon p. 26.) 

The whole force of this argument lies in the 
word (conian being connected both with the future 
miſery of the wicked, and with the future happi- 
neſs of the righteous ; but it is eaſy to ſhew that 
this is no proof that the miſery of the one will be 
of equal duration with the happineſs of the other ; 
if it proved that it would prove more; it would 
prove that all things which are, in Scripture, eall- 
ed æonian muſt be equal in their duration; but this 
would be proving too much, Dr. R. himſelf being 
judge: and we know that an argument which 
confeſſedly proves too much, proves nothing as 
to the purpoſe to which it is brought. This, I 
hope I ſhall be able fully to ſhew, is exactly the 
caſe with reſpect to the above argument in ſapport 
of endleſs ſuffering. Hab. iii. 6. we find the 
ſame word applied both to mountains and to the 
ways of God; but is Dr. R. prepared to ſay that 
it is extremely improbable that the ſame term, in 
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8 | 
laſt clauſe, than it did in the preceeding * Will 
he not contend that it muſt be ſo interpreted 


Win be fay that if the mountains ceaſs to exiſt at 
the diſſolution of the earth, which he believes will 


de the caſe, there muſt be room to dread that the 


ways of God will then terminate, and that from that 
time he will ceaſe to operate among his creatures? 
I have no doubt he will maintain a dire& contrary. 
Let he muſt know that the ſame word, in the He- 
brew, in the Greek verſion, and in the Engliſh 
tranſlation, is in the above paſſage applied both to 
mountains, which will certainly be diſſolved, and 
to the ways of God, which, he will admit, will 
never terminate. If Dr. R. muſt admit, which I 
ſee not how he can avoid doing, that, in one paſ- 
ſage of Scripture the ſame word may mean infi- 
nitely more in one part of the ſentence than it does 
in the other, according to the ſubje& to which it is 
applied, how will he be able to prove that this is 
not the caſe in other paſſages, that it is not the caſe 
in the paſſage on which the whole weight of his 
argument reſts? Dr. R. cannot be ignorant that 

| both in the original, and in the common tranſlati- 
on, the ſame word is applied to God, which is uſed 
to expreſs the duration of various things which 
have long ſince ceaſed to exift : yet his concluſion 
has not been verified : conian ordinances and fla- | 
tutes have been aboliſhed ; yet the conian God 
continues the ſame; nor is the good Dr. under any 
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9 
dread that he will ever ceaſe to exiſt. The argu- 
ment would be juſt as concluſive, if uſed by a Jew, 
to prove that the Levitical prieſthood and ordi- 
nances ought never to have been aboliſhed, but. to 
have continued in force-.to all eternity (for the 
expreſs their duration) as it. is, when uſed by the 
Dr. in ſupport of eternal torments. According 
to his reaſoning Chriſtanity would be indefenſible,. 
r eee ay 
— OFTTETNES: 
abrogated. 
Fully to alas ho ton, tat ic onian 
puniſhment mean only limited puniſhment, then 
 conian life may mean only a limited period of en- 
. joyment, I will ſhow, independent. of. the word 
eonian, from the very nature of the life of the 
3 Scripture re- 
ſpeEung their perpetual enjoyment, of it, that the 
happineſs of the faints muſt neceſſarily be endleſs. 
Chriſt is made after the power of an endleſs, or 
{ okatalutou) an indiſſoluble life: he lives by the, 
Father, as the Fatherhath life in himſelf; ſo hath he 
given 10 the ſon to have life in himſelf: and 
Chriſt is the life of his ſaints; their life is hid with. 
him in God; they live by him as he lives by the 
Father: che told his diſciples becauſe I live ye ſhall 
tive alſo. This life.can never be diſſilved becauſe 
its ſuſtained by the immortal God: conſequently, 
| „ 
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10 
from the very nature of the life which the ſaints 
poſſeſs through vital union with Chriſt, - their en- 
jdyment muſt be endleſs. Chriſt declared that 
thoſe who hear his voice and follow him ſhall never 
periſh; that none ſhall pluck them out of his hand; 
that his Father who gave them to him is greater 
than all, and that none can pluck them out of his 
Father's hands: thus their permanent ſecurity is 
not to be gatt ered merely from an indefinite word; 
and the word \zonian is confeſſedly indefinite, as 
to the period of duration-which it expreſſes; but 
| the perpetuity of their ſelici'y is founded upon 
the infinite perſections of the eternal God. It is 
faid, they ſhal! not come into condemnation ; that 
when raiſed from the dead, they cannot die any 
more; ti at on them the ſecond death ſhall have no 
power; that they ſhall be / pantote) always with 
the Lord; that the glory which they ſhall enherit 
will exceed #onian to an exceſs, or exceſſively ex- 
ceed it. (2 Cor. iv. 17.) I challenge Dr. R. to 
prove in the ſame way, independent of the word 
onian, that the iniſery of the damned muſt.ne- 
celſariy be endleſs: this Lthink neither he nor 
any man living ean do: but if it cannot be dene 
without that word, it is impoſſible it ſhould be 
done witly it; as every biblical ſcholar muſt know,. 
that word is applied to fubjefts between : which. 
a difference WIR aps 
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duration: as, to the levitical prelbood, 12 to the 
Creator of all things. 

I 0 argue for eternal torments as a guarantee to 
the eternal happineſs of the righteous is both ſelf- 
iſh and ridiculous. It reminds me of the conduct 
of thoſe men, who, living in countries groaning 
under the yoke of tyranny, in the enjoyment of 
great advantages, and fattening on the tears'and 
blood of the oppreſſed multitude, oppoſe the ame- 
* horation and happineſs of whole nations, leſt they 
ſhould loſe any of their excluſive privileges by a 
change in the ſituation of the multitude.” Surely 
the goſpel is calculated to inſpire us with different 
ſentiments; for it teaches us to love out neigh- 
bours as ourſelves, and to confider every man as 
our neighbour; conſequently, to be as defirous of 
his happineſs as we are of our own: to expoſe our- - 
ſelves to any riſk, to malle any facrifice, for the 
good of others. How can à mind influenced by 
ſuch godlike ſentiments feel at eaſe while contem- 
plating, even at the remoteſt Ciſtance, the eternal 
torments of millions of his neighbours? To con- 

be maintained, leſt the ſaints ſhould queſtion their 
eternal fafety,” is as abſurd as it is ſelfiſh: for if 
all fin and miſery muſt neceſſarily be extirpatec 
from among the creatures of God before the reſſi 
tution can be completed, the-ceffation of the hap- 
pineſs of the righteous will he in the nature of 
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things impoſlible, ſeeing after ſuch a reſtitution 
nothing in the leaſt ininucal. to the perfe& ha ppi 
neſs of any being can remain in the creation. 
Again, the habits of virtue; &c. which will be con- 
firmed ia the righteous by the experience of ages 
of ages, can be hardly ſuppoſed, after all, capable 
of declenſion, the only thing which could endanger 
their happineſs. Beſides, if God, in the greatneſs 
of his mercy, will provide means that his baniſhed 
creatures may not be cternally expelled from him, 
there can be no danger ot his failing to, provide for 
% en Hoh nieemo porn 
treaſure to himſelf. 
Dr. R. fays that 1 ad 
give of the word apzian - can benefit none but 
it, except thoſe who mean to go to bell.” This is. 
ſtrange la::guage for ſuch a n as the Pr. to hold. 
I would aſk him, Can it be wrong to enquire inte 
the real import of the words ot S. ripe, and to 
thoſe words. concern. du es or «tiers? Surely 
he will not ſay that the goſpl containsaſingle word, 
in particular in the enpreſſion of its awful penal 
- fanQons; which dhe real Chxittian will not be be- 
nefited by aceurataly underſtanding. Inſtead of 
deelsiming againk our interpretation of the word 
anmnian, he ought to haye proved its inepnſiſteney; 
ha ought to have ſhewn that it is generally, if not 
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uniformly, employed by the facred writers to ex- 
preſs endleſs duration; but this, I judge, even Dr. 


R. knew to beimpoſſible. He has given no proof 


that our ſenie of tlie word aconzan can benefit none 
but the damned; I tl. ink the contrary is capable of 
a ſubſtantial proof, as that ſenſe appears to me ne- 
eeſfary, ** to vindicate eternal providence, and 


juſtify the ways of God to men, to. reconcile 


the penal ſanctions of the goſpel with what God 
| hath plainly revealed in it of his on character and 
defigns, and to harmonize the facred writings; at 
the ſame time it appears to me calculated to remove 
one of the ſtrongeſt objeftions of Deiſis to divine 
revelation, that it contains doctrines unworthy of 
God, inconſiſtent with his known character and 
perf ions: while the Dr.'s interpretation libels 
the Moi! High by repreſenting him as infinitely 
vindictive and revengeful. It is high time to 
remove ſuch a ſtone of reproach, as the Doctrine 


of Eternal Torments is, from the bleſſed goſpel, 


by a juſt renderiag of particular words, upon which 


it hath injudiciouſly been founded. (By the way, 
I think no Chriſtian deErine ought to be founded - 


upon ſingle words, or detached ſentences; but 


upon broad principles, clearly laid down in the 


- facred oracles.) Again, I think our interpretation 
of the word aconian calculated to be eminently 
uſeful to real Chriſtians, by leading them to more 
conſiſtent views of religious truth, and of the works 
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and ways of God, by placing his character before 
them in the moſt amiable light, and fo increaſing 
their love to his name. I think it alſo calculated 
to be uſeful to unconverted ſinners, by convincing 
them that puniſhment will be proportioned to 
crime ; that by adding to their crimes they will 
increaſe their puniſhment; while the Dr.'s inter- 
pretation, by confounding all proportion between 
crime and puniſhment, has a tendency to lead ſin- 
ners to conclude that, however much they may 
add to their fins, they cannot increaſe their punifh- 
ment ; ſeeing they can only be expoſed to a whote 
eternity of miſery. 

| I remain, 


Yours, &e. 
WISBEACH. R. WRIGHT. 
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To, Ent 


DEAR. SIR, 


Tur quotation from Dr. Ryland's 
Sermon, noticed in my firft Letter, concludes with 
theie words: O that they would confic.er their 
ways, and be wiſe?” Does Dr. R. mean to inſinu- 
ate that this benevolent wiſh can be proper and 
neceſſary only on the ſuppoſition that future pu- 
niſhment will be endle's? Need he be told tiat 
an advocate for the univerſal reſtitution ſcheme” 
can hold the ſame language with the utmoſt fince- 
rity and propriety? The advacates for the doc- 
trine of eternal torments have expreſſed themſelves 
as if they thought there could be nothing terrible, 
nothing which ſinners need be much afraid of, or 
very anxious to avoid, in hell fire, unleſs it be 
admitted that it will continue to burn, and that. 
the wicked will continue to plunge deeper and 
deeper in its flames, as long as God himſelf exiſts!, 
But ſurely hell may be terrible enough to alarm 


the moſt hardened ſinner, without 1 
will be abſolutely endleſs. 
| Theſe gentlemen will not ſay there is nothing 
in the gout, the ſtone, or any other bodily diſorder 
attended with excruciating pain, which men need 
be much afraid of, or anxious to avoid, unleis 
they have reaſon to believe they ſhall be tortured 
by it to all eternity. But why do they not fay ſo? 
Becauſe every man would perceive the abſurdity 
of ſuch a declaration; yet their not ſaying fo, is 
one of the many proofs that men never talk ſo je- 
junely and abſurdly about the affairs of th» pre- 
ſent life, as they do about thoſe which relate tothe 
life to come. Dr. R. cannot belp knowing that 
the Univerſaliſts repreſent hell as inexpreſiibly. 
more dread ful than the moſt racking pains human 
nature is capable of bearing in the preſent ſtate; 
yet he talks (p. 32.) as if they diveſted future pu- 
niſhment of all its terrors, and emptied hell of every 
thing alarming—of their beguiling their ſinful fel- 
low men with verbal eritieiſins on detached phraſes 
— of their taking off an inte OH our 
motives againſt ſin. 

It ill becomes the —— of 
endleſs miſery to bring theſe charges; they ſtand 
againſt their own ſyſtem, not ours: this I think 
capable of full proof. Univerſalifts take, as'a 
leading ground of © the univerſal reſtitution 
ſcheme,” the character, perfeRions, and deſigns of 
God, as plainly revealed in his word, confirmed by 
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the general tenor of Scripture, and illuſtrated by 
all his works. Is this like building on verbal 
_ criticiſms on detached phraſes?” The advocates 
for the ſcheme of endle's torments do not attempt 
to build their hypotheſis upon the ſame broad and 
immutable baſis; but on a few detached phraſes, 
arbitrarily explained and applied. Uni verſaliſts 
can ſupport their doQrine by plain declarations of 
Scripture, independent of thoſe phraſes which re- 


quire a critical examination in order to their being 


clearly underſtood, at the fame time the moſt criti- 


able to it; but can their opponents juſtly aſſert 
the ſame of the contrary doctrine? I believe they 
cannot. Univerſaliſis are in the habit of examin- 
ing all the places in Scripture where any particu - 

lar phraſe, which they wiſh to underſtand, occurs, 
| that, by the general uſe made of it in the ſacred 
writings, they may judge of its real import: it is 
by comparing ſpiritual things with ſpiritual they 


endeavour to acquire the knowledge of the truth; 


while their opponents, in defiance-of the declara- 
tions of ſacred writ, build a ſyſtem upon detached 
words and phraſes, which outrages both Scripture 
and reaſon. For the juſtneſs of theſe remarks I 


queſtion. : 
I ſuppoſe it will be admitted, that the moſt pow - 
erful motives to obedience are the moſt weighty 


cal examination of Scripture will be found favour- 


appeal to what has been written on both ſides the 
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motives againſt fin; this, I think, Dr. R. will hard- 
ly diſpute: and ſurely he will not fay the govern- 
ment of God is the reign of terror; that he is to be 
obeyed from a principle of flaviſh fear; that men 
are to be frightened into his love ; that the dread 
of hell is the powerful motive to obedience : 
yet he ought toadmit and fully prove all this, be- 
fore he concludes that the doctrine of limited pu- 
niſhment tales off an infinite weight from our mo- 
toes againſt ſin. Why do ſinners continue in re- 
bellion againſt God? I think Dr. R. would re- 
ply, Becauſe they have no inclination to obey him. 

Why have they no inclination to obey him? I 
think he would fay, Becauſe they do not love him. 
Why do they not love him? Surely he would 
reply, Becauſe they are ſtrangers to his love; if they 
ſaw his lovelineſs, and perceived his love to them, 
they certainly would love and obey him. - Can 
they be brought to love and obey God by having 
their minds infpired with tormenting fear? I think, 
the Dr. will fay, No; nothing ſhort of a ſenſe of 
the love of God can do that; we love him becauſe 
he fir loved us. Ithink, Dr. R. if he ſpeak all 
his mind, muſt make theſe conceffions; but if 
theſe things be once conceded, we are fully acquit- 
ted from the charge of taking off an infinite weight 


{rom the motives againſt fin. 
further admit, that fo far from the government of 
God, as ſet forth in the New Teſtament, being a 
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fyſtem of mere terror, intended to frighten the 
world into obedience, it has its foundation in love, 
is under the miniſtration of the ſaviour, is the 
reign of grace, and made known unto all nations, 


by the goſpel, for the obedience, not of laviſh fear, 
but of faith. If it be admitted that love is the 


only genuine principle of obedience, of courſe 


the moſt weighty motive againſt fin, will it not fol 


low that the ſyſtem which diminiſhes the infi- 


nite love of God to his creatures, and throws a 
thiek veil over his infinite lovelineſs by repreſenting 
him as infinitely wrathful and vindictive, is the 
ſyſtem which takes off an infinite weight from our 
motives againſt fin, by diminiſhing, beyond calcu- 
lation, the moſt powerful motive to obedience? 
Yet this is the Dr.'s own ſyſtem. Thus it appears 
to me that Dr. R.'s charges turn againſt his own 
doctrine, though aimed at ours. 


Dr. R. aſſerts (p. 32.) that all the labour of 


Univerſaliſts is employed in a contrary direction to 
that of the inſpired writers; but this aſſertion only 


proves that he thinks the former give a very differ- 


ent ſtatement. of fin and puniſhment to what the 
latter have done: this is the very point in diſpute, 
and it 1s not to be decided by bold affertions, un- 


think, fo far from the Dr. 's aſſertion being well 
founded, we have full proof that the apoſtles, like 


he modern advocates. for limited puniſhment, 


leſs they be ſupported by convineing evidence. 1 


a — 
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thought they could convince men of the evil nature 
and dreadful conſequences of ſin without preaching 
the doctine of eternal torments. Let Dr. R. 
examine the bookof As, and find a ſingle inſtance, 

if he can, of the apoſtles ever intimating, much 
leſs plainly deelaring, even when threatening fin- 
ners with damnation for rejecting the goſpel, that 
future damnation would conſiſt in an abſolute eter- 
nity of torments: I believe he cannot find a ſingle 
inftance of this; yet had he to addreſs ſuch per- 
ſons as the apoſtles addreſſed, he would no doubt 
think it criminal not to infiſt on the doctrine of 
endleſs miſery, though the apoſtles were totally 
filent upon this point, when addreſſing unconvert- 
ed finners. How will the Dr. juſtify his mode of 
addrefling finners by the example of the apoſtles or 
their mode of addreſſing ſuch perſons upon his prin- 
ciples? lt ſeems they thought the evil of fin might 
be made ſufficiently manifeſt, and its conſequences 
placed before ſinners in ſucha light as would alarm 
their conſciences, without maintaining that the pu- 
niſhment of it would be endleſs. Their preaching 
was attended with great ſucceſs; many were con- 
verted to God while they heard them, without any 
thing being ſaid about eternal miſery to alarm their 
minds. I ſuppoſe Dr. R. will allow that we have 
a fair ſtatement of what the apoſtles preached, 
and of their manner of preaching, in the book of 
the Ads; and that they ought to be viewed as 
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axamples to all ſucceeding preachers of the goſpel; 
both in what they taught, and in their manner of 
teaching; but if we have a fair ſtatement in that 
book of what the apoftles taught, it muit be evi- 
dent that it is totally unneceſſary to preach endleſs 
puniſhment, in order to convince fianers of the evil 
of their ways, and bring them to receive the goſ- 
pel: if they be viewed as our examples it mult be 
quite wrong for us to preach that doctrine, at leaſt 
to unconverted ſinners, as we have no proof that 
the apoſtles did any ſuch thing. The total ſilence 
of the apoſtles upon the ſubje& of eternal tor- 
ments, eſpecially on ſuch occaſions as any modern 
aſſertor of it would think it highly neceſſary to 
preach it, is to me a ſtrong proof tliat they did 
not believe that doctrine. 
- Surely, thoſe good men who aſſert that . 
will remain in inexpreſſible torments to all eter- 
nity, do not, at the time they make the aſſertion, 
duly confider the import of the word eternity, 
or they could not dwell, with ſo much ſeeming 
complacency, on fo dreadful and overwhe!ming a 
ſubje&. Eternit is one of thoſe ſubjects which ex- 
ceed all finite comprehenſion. - Were we to take 
the longeſt conceivable period of duration, and 
ſuppoſe it to revolve as often as we can find figures 
tb expreſs the number of its revola ions were we 
then to ſuppoſe that number multiplied by thenum- 
ber of the ftars of lieaven, that product multi- 
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phed by the number of the ſpires of graſs which 
have iſſued from the teeming boſom of the earth 
ever fince the creation — were we again to ſuppoſe 
the laſt product to be multiplied by all the leaves 
that ever fell from the trees in autumn, and the 
product ſo produced again multiplied by all the 
drops of water in the ocean, and finally the laſt 
product multiplyed by the number of the particles 
of matter in the whole univerſe, we can form no 
idea of the vaſt amount which would be produced; 
to think of ſo amazing a ſum bewilders our con. 
ceptions, and overwhelms our minds: yet ſuch 
inconceivable duration would be infinitely leſs, 
in compariſon of abſolute eternity, than a ſingle 
moment of time is in comparifon of ſuch vaſt 
duration. In this I expe& Dr. R. will acquieſce : 
how then can he inſinuate, that, unleſs we ſay pu- 
niſhment will be eternal, we cannot repreſent it in 
a light ſufficiently alarming to the conſcience of 
the finner? But I ſhudder at the idea of fo groſs 
a reflection being caſt upon the parent of the uni- 
verſe, the Father of mercies, as the ſuppoſition 
that it is poſſible for him to puniſh finite offences 
with infinite torments, would caſt upon him. 

| Lremain, 


| | Yours, &. F 
WISBEACH. R. WRIGHT. 


LETTER III. 


DEAR SIR, 


Tur firſt lye has been completely 
refuted, in every age of the world, by the evidence 
of fats; the certain knowledge which every man 
has of his own mortality, muſt be an unqueſtion- 
able proof that the affirmation of the ſerpent, ye 
ſhall not ſurely die,” was an abſolute falſhood : 
conſequently, no formal refutation of that lye can 
be neceſſary, If the threatening, © In the day 
thou eateſt thereof thou ſhalt ſurely die,” be aſſert · 
ed to include eternal d-ath, (which Dr. R. ſeems 
to ſuppoſe, which the Editor of the Theological 
Magazine underſtands him to maintain, the ſub- 
ſtantiating of which is eſſential to the validity . 
ſeveral of his arguments, ) I challenge the Dr. to 
make good that affortion, by Snigmee 6r rate: 
5 for nothing in controverly, Ido nat 
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think he can produce any proof, that future pu- 
niſhment will be 1a{li&ied on any man, as the con- 
ſequence of the firit offence; I think the ſacred 
writers maintained the direct contrary, when they 
ſtated that men would be judged and puniſhed, 
not fo Wia Adam did, but according to Heir 
0701 u Ks. If it cannot be proved that any man 
will ſuffer in a future ſtate for tie firſt fin, it can 
be no part of the fit ye to ſay that man will not 
die eternally, becau'e tlie firft Lye related to the ef- 
fe: of tlie firſt ſin. To fay men will not remain 
in a ſtate of fin and mi'ery to all eternity, is not 
what the ſe:p.nt aid to Eve, nor what ſhe under- 
ſtood from his words; ſhe was deceived by be- 
lieving tliat ſhe ſhould not die at all, though ſhe 
tranſgreſſed the divine command. What the Dr. 
hath ſaid upon tl:is point, has a tendency merely 
| to raiſe a duſt, and obſcure tle ſubje& in diſpute 
between him and the advocates for the Univerſal 
Reſtitution; but has no kind of connection with 
the duration of future puniſhment. 

For the moſt admired advocates for the ae 
of eternal torments to have recourſe to ſubterfuge 
and mere declamation, when oppoſing the doctrine 
of limited puniſhment, is, to me, a proof that end- 
leſs puniſhment is incapable of being ſupported 
by. ſolid argument: yet this, I think, is the caſe 
with Dr. R. in his Sermon, called The Firſt Lye 
Refuted. The refutation of that lye having no- 


95 


thing to do with future puniſhment, it can never 
be turned into a proof of the doctrine of endleſs 
miſery. | 

Dr. R. labours hard to identify the adcocates for 
the Univerſal Reſtitution ſcheme with tl. e old ſer- 
pent, and their conduct with 1.is; but to do tl:is 
there are two things which he ought fully to ſub- 
ſtantiate. Firſt, that endleſs miſery is as plainly 
threatened in the New Teſtament as death was in 
the firſt threatening. Second, that the advocates 
for limited puniſt-aent deny that ev-r tie vine 
threatenings will be executed. Tun fo. mer jas 
often been aſſerted; but mere off riiontisn prot; 
Detached piſſige of Seriptnre have been brought 
as proofs that endle$ miſery is thr-at-n-d in the 
New Teſtament ; but wi en caretully examined, 
compared with their context, and other parts of 
the ſacred writings, they are found to prove no ſueh 
thing. The latter never can be proved, for Uni- 
verſaliſts do believe, as firmly as tei: opponents, 
that all the divine threatenings will be fu'ly exccut- 
ed; ſo far from denying ti is they i ave repeat ecily 
avowed it; only, not being convinced ti.ai God 
bath any where threatened ſinners witli eternal tcr- 
ments, they do not believe that eternal torwents 
will be neceſſary in order to the tEreateninzs of 
God being fully executed: and they are coavinc- 
ed that, if all the divine promiſes and declarations 
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be carried into effect, ſin and miſery cannot be end · 
leſs: and, ſurely there is as good reaſon to believe 
that God will be faithful to his promiſes, as there 
is to believe he will execute his threatenings. Howe 
ever difficult to prove the above points may be, Dr. 
R. ought to have clearly made out the proof of them 
betore he concluded a refutation of the Firſt Lye 
to be a refutation of the Univerſal Doctrine, or in- 
ſinuated that the teachers of it are doing tervice to 
the cauſe of Abaddon. (P. 33.) 

To return to the paſſages quoted by the Editor 
of the Theological Magazine, the following is 
what he and Dr. R. ſeem to lay the greateſt ſtreſs 
upon, and deem unanſwerable. The Dr. ſays, 
(p- 26, 27.) Now | have entered upon this 
ſubject, let it be carefully remarked, that if thoſe 
who die in their fins are ſaved at laſt, their ſalvati- 
on, come when. it may, muſt be either by grace, or 
without it; through Chriſt, or without the influ- 
ence of his mediation. Let, then, the advocates for 
univerſal falvation chuſe their ground, and 
to it.” NE 

« If they fay that the ſalvation of them who will 
be loſt for an age, or for ages, after the day of judg- 
ment, will be at laſt accompliſhed by grace, and 
through Chriſt, let them reflect, that, by this con- 
ceſſion, the juſtice of eternal puniſhmentis admit- 
ted. Let ſuch perions, therefore, beware that they 
never attempt to ſupport their ſcheme by argu» 
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ments which imply tlie contrary. Let them be- 
ware that they are not acceſſary to the longer pu- 
niſhment of the damned, by ſending them to hell 
with hardening prejudices in their minds, which 
will keep them from acknowledging their demerit, 
and their need of ſalvation by grace. And let 
thole who are inclined to imbibe this ſentiment ſeri- 
ouſly conſider, whether it be fafe to conclude, with- 
out a more expreſs revelation than can be found 
in the Bible, that God will _ 2 ſin, as long 
as he juſtly might puniſh it. 

Why has Dr. R. like ſeveral other * of 
the Univerſal Doctrine, confounded reſtoration and 
ſal vation together, as if both terms expreſſed one 
and the ſame thing? Why are the advocates for 
Univerſal Reſtitution charged with maintaining 
univerſal falvation? I: is not fair for our oppo- 
nents to chanve the terms of the queſtion, and call 
upon us to defend what we do not believe; for we 
do not believe in univerſal falvation, we do not ap- 
ply the phraſe univerſal falvation to the reſtorati- 
on; and thoſe who profeſs to believe univerſal fal- 


vation, in the preſent day, deny all future puniſh- 

ment; but we believe tliat the impenitent will be 

puniſhed hereafter. Our opponents ſeem unwil- 

ling to notice the aiſtinftion we make between reſ- 

toration and ſalvation. How is this to be account- 

ed for? Could Dr. R. be ignorant that the Uni- 
| | CC 4 
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verſaliſts of the preſent day profeſs not to believe 
in univer al ſalvation that they diſtinguiſh between 
faly.tion and reſtoration—that they think the writers 
of the New Teſtament made the fame diſtinction 
and that ti ey deem it of no final importance? If 
he be ignorant of theſe things he can have paid 
but flight attention to the preſent ſtate of a con- 
troveriy on which he, notwithſtanding, writes with 
ſoine a'perity : yet 1 conclude that he muſt have 
overlooked this diſtinction, through inattention, 
other«wwi'e I think he would have been more candid 
and ingenuous; but he ought to have informed him- 
ſe'f of the terms of the queſtion before he under- 
took its Cecifion., In remarking on the above quo- 


tation from the Dr.'s ſermon, 1 muſt beg leave to 
ſubſtitute eicher the werd ref, itution, or the word 
reſtora ion, wl ere he has uſed tlie word ſalvation, 
as I do not believe that thoſe who reject Chriſt to 
the end of their uves ever will be faved, in the 
| ſenſe in which ſalvation is now preached to them 
in the goſpel ; for falvation, as exhibited to them 
now, includes deliverance from the wrath to come; 
which all who die in unbelief muſt experience. 
This point ſettled, I will readily comply with the 
Dr. 's requiſition; I will chuſe my ground and en- 
gage to abide by it. Be it known then, that, 
without the leaſt mental reſerve, I avow my belief, 
that the re ſtoration of all mankind to purity and 


happineſs will be accompliſhed by grace, or the 
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free, unmerited favour of God; that it will be ef- 
fected by Chriſt through thc influence of his medi- 
atio: i {:pport of which belief, I ſeledt the fol- 
lo ing wat of the many proofs which I'conceive 
th. 5. -1p147es to farniſh. We are told (Gen. iii. 
18.) that the iced of the woman ſhall bruiſe the 
ſerpent's head. (John iii. 8.) © The ton of God 
was wandeſte.. t  acftroy the works of the devil.“ 
ir tre {ervent's hend be bruiſed, Ly the works of 
tle: Covi being deitroyed, it is a clear cale, that fin 
end eath, Lis Principal works, will not eternally 
re in. (Gen xi. 3. xx. 18.) © In thee, and in 
thy d. mal ail the families of the earth be bleſſ- 
ed: ich bleſſing conſiſts in being turned from 
inig (Acts in. 20.) As there can be no in- 
divide 4 0 mantiad but muſt belong to ſome fa- 
mily o . carta, and as the biethng conſiſts in 
being 1 lin, it follows, that, if ever the 
promie am be completely f. ilfilled, no part 
of man. d will remain in their fins to all eterni- 
ty. (I.. . 25, 24.) I luve fworn by myſelf, ſaith 
Jehovah, , word is gone out of my mouth in 
righteoujneſs, and ſhall not return, thut unto me 
every knee jhall bow, every tongue ſhall fwear, 
ſurely ſhall ſay, In Jehocah hure I righteouſneſs 
and firength. (Phil. it. 10, 11.) That at the name 
of Jeſus every knee jhould bow, of things in heaven, 
and things in earth, and things under the earth ; J 
and that every tongue jhould confeſs that Jeſus 

ſs lors to the glory of God the Father. 
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How can ſuch language as this ever be verified, if 
myriads of myriads of creatures continue full of 
enmity to God, and blaſpheming his name to all 
eternity? (John xii. 32.) And J. I be lifted up 
from the earth, will draw all men unto me. (Ephe. 


i. 10.) That in the diſpenſation of the fulueſs of 


times, he might gather together in one all things 
in Chrift both which are in heaven, and which are 


on earth, even in him. (Col. i. 19, 20.) For it 


pleaſed the Father that in him ſhould all ſulneſs 
dwell; and (having mude peace through the blood 
of his croſs} by him to reconcile all things unto 
himſelf; by him, I fay, whether they be things in 
earth, or things in heaven. 

If all men be drawn to Chrift, they will not be 
eternally ſeparated from him; if they be gat her- 
ed together in one, in him, they will not be end- 
leſſly ſcattered and broken; if they be ræco eiled 
to God by him, they will not remain in a ſt ite of 
enmity to all eternity. If Dr. R. ſhould deny 
that the above paſſages furniſh any vidence of 
the truth of the doctrine of the univerſal reſtitu- 
tion, he muſt acknowledge that our ufing them as 
proofs plainly ſhews that we expect the reſtitution 
will be effected through the mediation of Chriſt; 
and this is the chief end for which I now refer to 

them. 
Il do not perceive that by maintaining that the 
reſtoration will be effected by grace, and through 


t 
1 
I 
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the mediation of Chriſt, we admit that eternal pu- 
niſhment would be juſt, though Dr. R. ſuppoſes 
that the latter muſt be the conſequence of the tor- 
mer; but I ſee no neceſſity to admit his coneluſion; 
the juitice of ciernal puniſhment ought to be 
proved by clear pro:ts, deduced either from rea- 
ſon or Scr1; ture; and if ſuch proof cannot be 
found, we ought ot to admit it on the ground of 
mere inference. I have no doubt but the Dr. has 
found, betore now, that things which were deemed 
quite incompatible, were perfectly conſiſtent with 
each other; and ſuch, I hope, he may yet lee to 
be the caſe with reſpect to the denial of the juſtice 
of eternal puniſhment, and that the univerſal re- 
ſtoration will take place on the ground of the di- 
vine free favour. 
Firſt, I will enquire if we hace any proof that 
eternal puniſhment would be juſi? If it would be 
juſt, I know of but three ways in which the juſtice 
of it can be diſcoverable by us. | 
1. From its being percewable, by reaſon, that 
the demerit of fin is unbounded, and, conſequent - 
ly, that it is reaſonable to conclude, that tlie ſinner 
ought, in juſtice, to be puniſhed with irexpreſli- 
ble torments to all etervity ; but to affert this, 
would be to contradict the moſt evident fac, the 
cleareſt perceptions ot the human mind, that man 
is a creature whoſe powers are limited, conſe - 
quently, whate virtues and vices mult be limited 
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that there are degrees in fin, and ought, in juſtice, 
to be degrees of puniſhment. The reaſon which 
God hath given us, and which he certainly in- 
tended we ſhould uſe, unleſs perverted by ſyſtem, 
muſt revolt at the idea of the crimes of a few 
years, perhaps of a few days, being puniſh:d with 
the moſt exquiſite miſery, not mereiy for millions 
of millions of ages, but ſo long as God kimfelf 
exiſts. Such a cc&rin> outrages all our feclings, 
and contradifts our beſt notions of juſt ce, as it 
leaves not the leaſt degree of proportion between 
crime and pun ſhment. Or, 

2. If the juſtice of eternal puniſhment he diĩſeo- 
verable by us, it muſt be by our pere eivi g that 
ſome principle exits in the Deity which will ren- 
der confiſter.t with his character the infl Etion of 
infinite puniſhment upon his offenting eros tres 
for finite «ff.-nces. But from hat pere ot his 
works, cr of his word, can we perecive that ſuch a 
principle exiſts in God? To impute infinite vin- 
diQtivenc% and iwplacabiliy to the Father of mer- 
cies, who is good to all, and whoſe tender mercies 
are orer all his works, and who will ever be what 
he is, ſeeing he is incapable of changing, would 
be to ſuppoſe him transformed into the verieſt 
monſter in the univer'e. To aſſert that it will 
comport with that juſtice which emanates from 
him who is love, for him to be infiritely revenge- 
fal, and glut his vindictive fury with the inex- 
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preſſible miſeries of his rational offspring ſo long 
as himſelt exifls—that infinite wi dom will pleaſe 
itſelf with breaking a fly rpon the wheel to all 
eternity, would be to belie every thing which God 
hat}: been gractouſly pleaſed to reveal concerning 
himſelf, and to utter the groſſeſt poſſible libel 
upon him who is worthy of univerial adoration 
and praiſe. Yet, if I am not miſtaken, theſe hor- 
rible conſequences would follow the admiſſion that 
eternal tormen's would Le a proper puniſhment 
for the fins of this frail and tranſitory life. Or, 

3. If the juſtice of eternal puniſhment be diſco- 
ver ble by us, it mufl be from God's having 
poini ed it out as the wages of fin, and threatened 
finncrs with it in the Scriptures. Our concep- 
tions of ju ſt ce may be erronevus; but what he 
hath ſtated upon the ſubject muſt be correct; and 
we are bound to bow to his authority. The law. 
no where threatened finners with eternal tor- 
ments; the Scriptures declare the wages of fin to 
be death, not an endleſs life of torment ; that the 
ſoul that ſinneth ſhall die, not ive in miſery to all 
eternity; Chriſt tath no where faid that he who 
believeth not ſhall be damned to a life of endleſs 
ſuffering; but he hath faid many things by his 
apoſtles, utterly incompatible with ſuch an idea. 
Hence I refuſe to concede to our opponents that 
eternal puniſhment would be conſiſtent with the 
juſtice of God ; nor do I feel myſelf in a dilemma 
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by aſſerting, at the ſame time, that tlie reſtitution 
will be effected by grace, through tie mediation 
of Chriſt. | proceed, 
Secondly, To offer ſome remarks on the nature 
of divine juſtice, which may help to remove any 
difficulties that may be iuppoicd to clog my hy- 
poLi:efis. | — 
Perhaps Dr. R. and I may have diff:rent ideas 
of the juſtice of God. and this may lead us to form 
different concluſions. I conceive juſtice in any 
being to confi.t in his rendering to every other 
being he has to do with, that which is inoit fit and 
proper, moſt conſiſtent wit!: the rectitude of his 
nature, and moſt ſwtable for others to receive at 
his hands. I do not conceive the juſtice of God 
to conſit in inexorable teverity of conduct, in his 
taking all poſſible advantage of the errors and fol- 
lies of mortals, but in the undeviating rectitude of 
his nature and conduct in his rendering to every 
creature that which is moſt conſiſtent with his 
own perfections— in his doing, in every caſe, that 
which is moſt right to be done by infinite wiſdom, 
power, and goodneſs, for the preſervation of eter - 
nal order throughout the univerſe, "Though God 
is an abſolute fovereign, and his will is ſupreme 
law, it cannot be poſſible for him to will any 
thing but what is wiſe and good, unleſs he can be 
ſuppoſed to will any thing contrary to his own 
nature; and, his will being the ſtandard of juſ- 
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tice, there can be nothing in his juſtice but what 
perfectly accords with infinite wiſdom and good- 
neſs. If this definition of the juſtice of God be 
admitted, and I ſee not how it can be denied, I 
leave every rational man to judge whether it can 
be confiſtent with it to damn men eternally, It 
will perfectly agree with infinite love and mercy 
to ſubje& rebellious creatures to limited and cor- 
retive puniſhment ; but I am at a loſs to tell by 
what arguments the infliction of endleſs miſery can 
be proved to accord with that juſtice which is the 
rectitude of infinite wiſdom and goodneſs. Fur» 
ther I remark that, 

Thirdly, Dr. R.'*s conclufion, if the reftitution 


takes place on the foundation of grace, and through 


the mediation of Chrift, then the juſtice of eternal 
puniſhment is admitted, evidently implies that 
grace cannot operate without arrcſting the arm of 
juſtice, and that what Chriſt effects through his 
mediation, tops the cour'e of juſtice; conſequent- 
ly, if we can prove that. theſe implications are to- 
tally unfounded, the Dr. will have nothing left to 

ſupport his concluſion, and it will fully appear 
that we are under no neceſſity of granting what 
he claims. It muſt be highly -Gifhonourable to 
God to ſuppoſe that he cannot ſhew favour to fin» 
ners without ſuſpending his juſtice, and to Chriſt, 
to inſinuate that the influence of his mediation in- 
terrupts the courſe of juſtice. The whole gotpel 
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miglit be adduced as proof that God, in diſpenſing 
his favours, acts with the H ricteſ juſtice, and that 
every thing done by Chriſt is done in perfect 
equity. I know Dr. R. will not ſay God acts 
unjuſtly when he ſhews mercy to ſinners, or that 
there is any thing in the mediation 9 Ctrift 
which is not perte&ly e uitabie. But if tie dare 
not ſay this, how will he prove that the damned 
will not ſuffer w- at the juſtice of God requires 
they ſhould ſuffer, though tie r re ration will be 
effected by grace, tho gh the mediatio:; of Chriſt? 
I believe they will ſuffer till the ends juſlice, of 
which one is their refor: mation, be eff ted. Can 
the Dr. be ignorant, that it is a part of Chriſt's 
work, as me iator, to adminiſter juſtice, to exe- 
cute judgment? Chriſt will judge and puniſh the 
ungodly before the kingdom is delivered up to the 
Father; conſeq1ently, as weclator, that he may 
ſubdue them to bi elf, Grace? no juſuce will co- 
operate in the mediation of the Saviour, until all 
rebels be brought into ſubjection, that, when the 
kingdom is delivered up, God may be all in all. 


So far from juſtice being ſaipended, or the 


courſe of it ſtopped, when ſinners are forgiven and 
purified, that. an apoſtle has declared that 'God 
« js faithful and jusT to forgive us our fins, and 
to cleanſe us from all unrighteouſneſs, 1 John i. 
9.; and the Saviour is called the jusr one, Acts, 
iu. 14.; but if juſtice operates in forgiving and 
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purifying finners, when they are properly hum- 
bled, ſurely it would not be conſiſtent with juſtice 
for ſuch to be damned eternally. 

I think Dr. R.'s miſtake ariſes from his ſuppo- 
ſing that the juſtice of God conſiſts in bis giving 
to every one of thoſe who die in their fins accord- 
ing to the ſtrift demerit of their conduct; ti is 1s 
not to be concluded from the declaration who 
will render to every one according to his deeds,” 
for the Dr. knows that this will apply to the ca e 
of the righteous as well as that of. the wicked; 
but he does not believe tl.at God's rendering to 
the former according to their deeds, intends ac- 
cording to the ſtrict merit of their conduct; then 
why ſhould his doing ſo to the latter be conſtrued 
to mean according to their abſolute demerit? If 
divine juſtice required that ſinners ſhould receive 
according to their demerits, it could not be an 
act of juſtice to pardon the guilty, nor could mer- 
cy have to do with God's giving to every man ac- 
cording to his works, which (Pialm Ixii. 12.) is 
declared to be the caſe. Will not Dr. R admit 
that God hath never failed to do what juſtice re- 
quired? and that he bath never, in a ſingle in- 
ſtance, not even in the higheſt diſplays of bis 
mercy, done any thing but what is pertectly juſt ? 
Did the juſtice of God require that ſinners ſhould 
be puniſhed eternally, no doubt they would be pu- 
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niſhed eternally, for he cannot act contrary to his 
Juſtice. It cannot well be denied, either, that 
divine juſtice does not require the endleſs puniſh» 
ment of ſinners, or that God will, in divers in- 
ſtances, ful to do what his juſtice requires, For 
God to give his {cn to die for fiuners—to deliver 
them into his Lands as med.ator—for Chriſt to 
Judge and pur'th the impenitent until they ſub- 
mit to Lis autherity, perfectly agrees with every 
thirg made known to us concerning divine juſ- 
tice; and preves (as in every caſe the Deity muſt 
be ſuppo:ed io do that which is moſt right and 
Juſt for lim to dc) that if limited puniſhment be 
what Le will inflict, endleſs puniſhment would not 
be conſiitent with his juſtice; for if it be conſiſtent 
with lus j-:ftice to adopt the former plan of pu- 
niſhment, it c:naot be con ſiſtent with it to adopt 
the latter, the two plans being in direct oppoſi.ion 
both in principle and object; conſequent'y, both 
eannot be con ſi bent with divine juftic: ; but that 
which God adopts muſt be perfectly equitable. 
Dr. R. will admit that it is perfectly conſiſtent 
with the juſtice of God for him to pardon penitent 
ſinners in the preſent ſtate, and that its being juſt 
for him to do it by no means diminiſhes his grace 
manifeſted in their ſalvation. Why then ſhould 
he hefitate to admit, that it may be perfectly eon- 
ſiſtent with his juſtice to reſtore the wicked here- 
after, when they are ſufficiently humbled, without 
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the juſtice of his conduct in doing it in the leaft 
diminiſhing the mercy and grace manifeſted in 
their reſtoration ? But, 
4thly, Suppoſe we were, for argument's ſake, 
to admit that eternal puniſhment would be juſt, it 
would not follow that God will puniſh hn as long 
as he might juſtly puniſh it: yea, Dr R. will 
hardly deny that it is poſſible for us to know, with 
certainty, that God will not puaiſh fin ſo long as 
| he in juſtice might, according to his ideas of di- 
vine juſtice. The Dr. will allow that himſelf and 
many others, who he believes will ſuffer no puniſni- 
ment hereafter, deſerved eternal puniſhment, and 
that God might have puniſhed them to all eternity 
without violating his juflice. On what ground 
does he believe that himſelf and many others, who 
acknowledge they deſerve endle's puniſhment, 
will not ſuffer to all eternity? I preſume on the 
ground of divine revelation, and the mercy of God 
to finners in Jeſus Chriſt, On the fame ground 
ve believe that the puniſhment of fin will not be 
endleſs. We aretold in the Scriptures that Chriſt 
died for all, and I know of no cliarter given to a 
part to limit all the benefits of his d-ath to them- 
ſelves—that he ſhall ſee of the travail of his ſoul, 
and be ſatigſied that he muſi reign until all ene- 
mies be deſtroyed, and ail things made ſubject to 
him—and that when he ſhall have delivered up the 
kingdom to the Father, God will beiall in all: but 
D2 
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if ever he completely ſee of the travail of his 
foul, multitudes, for whom he travailed, will not 
be eteraally lo t—if ever enemy be deſtroyed, ſure- 
ly fin and death will not always remain —if all be 
made ſubject to him, none will endleſſl;; remain in 
oppoſition to him—if God ever become all in all, 
fin and miſery. which are dieGily contrary to him, 
muſt ceaſe to be any tl ing in any one. | 
What propriety can there be in Dr. R.'s bid- 

ding Univer.ali ts beware tat they are u acceſ- 
fary to the longer punijhment of the damned £ He 
ſuppoſes that they will be puniſhed to all eter-ity, 
How then is it poſſible we ſhould be acceſf.ry 
to their longer puniſhment ? Might not Univer- 
faliſts, with greater propriety, caution him to be- 
ware that he be not acceſſary to their longer pu- 
niſhment, by leading them to ſuppoſe that the 
commiſſion of one fin, and that of the leaſt magni- 
tude, will expoſe them to as long a puniſhment as 
a million of the moſt aggravated tranſgreſſions ; 
and that adding fin to fin will not add to the dura - 

tion of their puniſhment? 

But I would forbear ſuch remarks, becauſe they 
do not add to the arguments on either fide of the 
queſtion, which muſt be decided by Scripture evi- 
dence ; and becauſe all good men, whatever may 
be their opinions on particular ſubjects, wiſh to 
 diſcountenance vice and promute virtue; this & 
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believe to be the cafe with reſpect to the Dr. how - 
ever much I may differ from him in my judgment 
upon particular points. 
This letter being already extended to a greater 
length than I intended, I haften to ſubſcribe 


myſelf, 
Yours, &c. 
WISBEACH. K. WRIGHT... 
_ EE: 
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LETTER IV. 


DEAR SIR, 


Havie already examined Dr. R. s 


principal arguments againſt the doctrine of the 


Reſtitution, and in ſupport of eternal puniſhment, 
I will only add curſory remarks on a few other paſ- 
ſages in his * which have not been n 
noticed. 

Hlaving ſhewn, in my third Letter, that the reſti- 
tution will be effected by grace, and through the 
mediation of Jeſus Chriſt, it cannot be neceſſary 
for me to take particular notice of what the Dr. 


hath advanced (p. 27.) on the contrary ſuppcſit on. 


F hope, I have left no room for him to fay any 
thing more about diſcordant ſongs in Leaven: kav- 
ing avowed, what I believe to be the general ſen- 
timent of univerſaliſis, that all the re ſtor d wil! be 
indebted to the favor of God in Jeſus Chriſt for 
their reſtoration. If he be defirous of examining 


| unite, he may find an account of it in the Apoca- 


the ſong in which, we ſuppoſe, all the reſlore.i will 
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lypſe, chap. v. 13. where every creature which ts 
1: he ven, and on the earth, and under the earth, 


and ſuch as are in the ſea, and all that are in them, 


(which ſuely muſt comprehend all intelligent 
crea'ures that we have any knowledge of,) are re- 
preſented as joining in one chorus of praiſe, and 
faying, © Blefling and honour and glory and 
power be unto him tliat fi:teth upon the throne, 


and unto the Lamb for ever and ever.” 


I know of no advocate for the Univerſal Reſti - 
tution who maintains that the wicked will go from 
bell to heaven ; what the Dr. has ſaid upon this 
head needs no 1ep!y, as it has nothing to do with 
the ſubject in diſpute, and only proves that he is 
but little acquainted with the ideas of thoſe whoſe 
ſentiments he is zealous to decry. 

l agree wie h Dr. R. that @ fitle to heaven would 
be of little uſe to unholy ſouls, without a taſte for 
hearen; but what ac vocate for the Univerſal Reſti- 
tution ever ſuppoſed they could receive a title to 
re::} happine's in any fen'e, much leſs to the hap- 
pine's of heaven, until turned from their fins? 
The reſtoration is uniformly, by thoſe who main- 
tain it, faid to be a reſtoration from fin to purity. 
So far from aſſerting that unholy perſons can enter 
into the New Jerufalem, we do not ſuppoſe that, 
when reſtored from the ſecond death, they will 
have any place in that city. Conſequently what 
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the Dr. hath ſaid on theſe points cannot in the | 
leaſt affet the Doctrine of the Reſtitution. 

He aſks, (p. 28.) How will this great change 
[the reſtoration of the wicked] be eff:ded?” Sup- 
pole we could acquire no information upon this: 
point, would it follow that no ſuch event ouglit to 
be expected? Surely not. If the thing itielf be 
revealed in the Scriptures, will Dr. R. ſay we 
oug!.t to reject it becauſe we do not know the 
exact proce.s by which it will be accompliſhed ? 
As well might he refule to believe that all things 
were created, out of nothing, by the divine pow- 
er, becaue he cannot deſcribe the ex:& proceſs 

by which they were brought into being; or that 
God limfelf exiſts, becauſe he is a ſtranger to the 
modus of | is exiſtence. When Abraham believed 
God, and it was imputed to him for righteou'- 
neſs, the Dr. will admit he did not know the way 
which the Moſt High would take to accon pliſh 
the things which were revealed to him. He will 
agree that it is our duty to believe whatever God 

| hath ſpoken, however much we may be in the 
dark with reſpe& to the way in which it will be 
effected. This much, however, we learn from the 
Scriptures, that Chriſt is able to ſubdue all things 
 , ents himfelf—that he muſt reign till he hath done 
it— that it will be effected through his mediation 
—and that future puniſhment will be one mean 
which he will employ to effect it. The buſineſs 


* 

is in good hands, and there can be no room to 
doubt but that Ged will find proper means to ac- 
compliſh it. If the Dr. were aſked, by a ſceptic, 
how the ſcattered duſt of paſt generations can ever 
be formed into living bodies again, he would, no 
doubt, find an anſwer, and the ſame anſwer would 
be ſufficient in the preſent ca e. 

What the Dr. hath ſaid about free-will 0 29.) 
by no means involves the reſtitution in uncer- 
tainty; for though God will ever treat his crea- 
tures as free intelligent beings, yet they will never 
become independent of him or of his government; 
nor will be ſuffer his counſel to be overturned, 
and his defigns to be defeated by the machina- 
tions of the enemy. | 

It is not ſuppoſed by us, that the wicked will 
be conquered :nd made virtuous by mere torment, . 
only that the.r ſufferings may conduce to their 
conv Ction of the evil and bitter nature of fin, in 
order to their being fitted to become recipients of 
divine mercy, by which they will be healed and 
reſtored ; conſequently, what the Dr. (p. 29.) has 
ſaid to prove that virtue extorted by torment. 
would be ſuſpicious, is nothing to the purpoſe. 

Would it be aſking too much to requeſt Dr. R. 
to make himſelf better acquainted with the ſenti- 


47 


Again, he ſfays, (p. 30.) If ſome ages of fe- 
vere tor ment will infallibly produce this good ef- 
fekt, how is it that ſinners are ſo often hardened 
under ſufferings in this life? And how is it that 
Satan and ſome of his angels, at leaſt, do not melt 
already? 

1 anfwer, 1. Many caſes might be brought to 
prove that though finners have been hardened un- 
der ſufferings at firſt, yet when the hand of God 
hatiz been laid more heavily upon them, they have 
relented. Several inſtances of this occur in the 
Old Tetament. Zn 

2. It is aid, (Iſa. xxvi. 9.) When thy judg- 
ments are in the earth, the inhabitants of the 
world will learn righteouineis;” yet it is faid, 
When thy hand is lifted up they will not ſee ; 
but,” it is added, * they ſhall ſee, and be aſham- 
ed; (i. e.) thy hand ſhall be lifted up in the exe- 
cution of thy judgments, until they be awakened, 
and convinced of their ſin and folly, 

3. 1 ſuppoſe the Dr. will admit, that the fuffer- 
ings of this life are nothing in compariſon of the 
ſufferings of a future ſtate; yet that the ſufferings 
bf this life are ſometimes the means of bringing 
finners to ſeek after God, he will not deny. Can it 
then be unreaſonable to conclude that ſuch will 
be the effect of the far more dreadful ſufferings of 
& future ſlate? Will he not alſo admit, that, as 


God dech not Mice willingly, all the ſufferings of 
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the preſent ſtate have a tendency to bring men to 
reflection, that they may be bun le. be ore the 
Lord: and how will he prove that the {i-iFerings 
of the wicked hereafter will not have tie ame 
tendency ? That ſufferings in the pr-leat life 
have not always a good eff et, may be accounted 
for by conſidering that ſinners d nt, gener:lly, 
view. them as coming from the hand of God, nor 
conſider fin as the cauſe of them; no wander, then, 
that they are not humbled under the divine hand; 
but he knows that they muſt have very different 
ideas when under future puniſhinent. 


Further, he muſt be aware that men in this life, 


however great their ſuffe.in-:s, find many allevia- 
tions, many things to inert their at emtion and 
diſſipate their thouglits; but that none of theſe 
circumſtances can exift in ti e future ſta e of pu- 
niſhment ; conſequently, it by no means follows 
that, becauſe men are ſometi:res hardened under 
_ afl/Qions here, they will be harde-ed under their 
incalculably more dreadf:l ſufferings hereafter. 
Beſides, God, who, in divers inſtances in the 
preſent life, makes afflictions anſwer a falutary 
end, will know how to make future puniſhment 
ſubſerve a wiſe and benevolent purpoſe. 
4. With relpect to Satan and his angels, I ſup- 
poſe the Dr. believes they have never experienced 
their proper puniſhment ; but that they are re- 


ferved under chains of darkneſs unto the judg» 
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ment of the great day; of courſe he ought not to 
be at all ſurpriſed that their puniſhment has not 
had its effect before they are fully ſubjected ta 
it. Dy: | 
What Dr. R. ſays (p. 31.) of the puniſhment 
of the wicked being increaſed for daily crimes in 
hell, is mere conjecture, and has not the leaſt 
countenance in the ſicred wri:ings; in them we 
read of men being puniſhed tor d. es done in the 
body, for crimes committed on earth ; but never 
for what was not done in the body, for crimes 
committed in hell: but he was not aware that, 
by brin ing forward crimes done in hell as an ar- 
gument for eternal torments, he was, in . ffect, ad- 
mi ting ti at eternal torments would not be a juſt 
puniſhment if conſidered as attaching to ſinners 
merely on account of crimes committed on earth, 
the only crimes for which God hath ever threat- 
ened men with puniſhment. As if ſenſible that 
en:.leſs miſery would be too ſevere a puniſhment 
for the crimes of this tranſitory lite, he brings 
forward daily crimes in hell to help the matter. 
out. If it could be proved that the wicked will 
continue finning to all eternity, it would follow 
that they ought to be puniſhed to all eternity; but 
the tormer is utterly incapable cf procf. 
Again, the Dr. affirms, (p. 25.) that & The 
only re/{itution of all things of which any of the 
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prophets have ſpoken, is that which will be com- 
Pleted at the ſecond coming of Chriſt? and he 
refers to Acts, iu. 21. in ſupport of his aftirma. 
tion; but no ſuch thing is aſſerted in that paſ- 
ſage. The words are Whom the heavens muſt 
receive until the times of reſtitution of all things.” 
It is not faid until thoſe times are compleated. 
If thoſe times co:nmence before or at the ſecond 
coming of Chriſt, the event will be as the apoſtle 
expreſſed it; and, I conceive, thole times will 
commence with rhe ccmplcte reſtoration of the 
The phraſe times of reſtitution evidently im- 

_ plies that all things will not be reſtored at once; 
but that the reſlitution v iil be effected by degrees, 
at different periods or times: and tl:ough theie 
times will commence at the fecond coming of 
Chrift, we know not how long they mi y e, ati- 
nue; only this we know, that tliey caawut ter- 
minate, from tlie very nature of the cee, until 
the reſtitution of all things be compleated, tlough 
ages of ages ſhould elapſe before their terwi- 
I hope I ſhall not be thought uncandid if I fay 
Dr. R. has diſcovered great want cf argument 
in his attack upon the univerſal reftitution ſcheme ; 
that he aſked queſtions where he ought to have 
produced proofs; that many of his queſtions have 
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nothing immediately to do with the truth or 
falſeliood of tune doctrine which he was deſirous 
of refuting; conſequently, our anſwering them 
cannot be neceſſ ry in order to our maintaining 
our ground: for this reaſon I have left. ſeveral of 
his queſtions unnoticed; but I have not, know- 
ingly, lett ary thing in his Sermon unexamined 
wliich appeared to me of any weight in the con- 
trover y. 

I appeal to the Dr. 's con'cience whether he did 
not introdure ſome of his queſtions with a view 
to embarraſs, perplex, and entangle *thoſe who 
are favourers of the univerſal doctrine, without 
having any concep'ion that they would tend to 
eclairc.{T: the ſubjedt in diſpute. I do not affirm 
that tliis was the caſe; but, believing him to be 
a good nan, I put it to his own conſcience to 

decide how far that was in reality the caſe. 

Again, I appeal to him whether he has not, in 
ſome inſtances, made uſe of language rather cal- 
culated to catch the paſſions and prejudices of 
his readers, and turn them in favour of bis own 
ſyſtem, than to ſtir them up to a ſerious and im- 
partial examination of the ſubje& in diſpute, 
which is, undoubtedly, of great importance, as 
it relates to the future deſtinies of millions of 
men, and conſequently, ought to be examined 
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